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694 4 Virginia law register, n. s. [ Jan., 

Error to Law and Chancery Court of City of Roanoke. 
Action by Joseph Sartini against the City of Roanoke. 
Judgment for plaintiff, and defendant brings error. Affirmed. 
S. Hamilton Graves, for the plaintiff in error. 
A. B. Hunt and H. M. Fox, for the defendant in error. 



LANDON et al. v. KWASS et al. 
Sept. 19, 1918. 
[96 S. E. 764.] 

1. Injunction (§ 84*) — Violation of Town Ordinance. — Equity will 
not restrain an act merely because in violation of a town ordinance; 
but, if resulting in special and irreparable injury to private property, 
the owner is entitled to relief. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 7 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 582.-] 

2. Injunction (§ 34*) — Irreparable Damage — Violation of Fire Lim- 
its Ordinance. — Increased fire risk, and a higher insurance rate were 
not such special and irreparable injury to plaintiffs' property from 
defendants' violation of the fire limits ordinance of the town as en- 
titled plaintiffs to injunctive relief against defendants. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see 7 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 522.] 

3. Injunction (§ 77 (1)*) — Violation of Fire Limits Ordinance — 
Discretion of Council. — Where fire limits ordinance of town reserved 
to council discretion to determine whether violative building should 
be torn down, plaintiffs, dependent for standing in court on the or- 
dinance, cannot call upon equity to exercise by mandatory injunc- 
tion such discretion, reserved to the council, against defendants' vio- 
lative wall. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 7 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 578.] 

Appeal from Circuit Court, Tazewell County. 

Suit for injunction by one Landon and others against one 
Kwass and another. From the decree, complainants appeal. 
Affirmed. 

Greever, Gillespie & Devine, for the appellants. 

Minter & Minter and B. H. Butts, for the appellees. 



CARTER v. COMMONWEALTH. 
Sept. 19, 1918. 
[96 S. E. 766.] 
1. Criminal Law (§ 1172 (6)*) — Harmless Error — Instructions. — 

Where one was convicted under the Mapp law of unlawfully trans- 
porting more than ont quart of ardent spirits, -he cannot complain 
of an instruction which improperly distinguished between the right 

*For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



